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The Collegian - March 23, 2021
NEWS
Saint Mary’s English Department Hosts First Inaugural
Colloquium
3/22/2021
English Department will host its first inaugural colloquium presenting student literary work
focusing on Black, Indigenous, and People of Color on April 28th during Community Time.
By Victoria Vidales
Editor-in-Chief
On April 28th, the Saint Mary’s English Department will be hosting its first annual inaugural
colloquium focusing on presenting work that highlights Black, Indigenous, and People of
Color. This colloquium will give English Department majors and minors the opportunity to
present their own literary work in a public forum. Created by Saint Mary’s English
Department students with the help of faculty, this event is meant to highlight issues that
affect and are important to BIPOC, to create dialogue through literature to bring lasting
change.
“This colloquium is about giving due attention to issues of equity and social justice within
the literary canon and the areas of study as they arise in SMC’s English courses. English
majors and minors can submit their work to us, and the goal is that students will then be
able to present their work to their peers at the colloquium. At the colloquium, the SMC
community can engage with each presenter’s work by asking questions and engaging in
important dialogue with one another,” Bianca Guzman ‘21, member of the English
Department Colloquium Planning Committee, said.
Following calls for racial justice during the summer of 2020, the English Department
released a statement supporting the Black Lives Matter movement and racial equality. The
statement also included a pledge by the department to reflect on the curriculum and

lessons presented in Saint Mary’s English courses to ensure that racism and white
supremacy will never be present. These students believed that an effective way to facilitate
positive change in the department would be to center the colloquium on highlighting
BIPOC, giving a platform to share stories about their cultures. Following support from
English Department faculty, the students moved forward with planning for the colloquium
in the Spring.
“It’s essential that we give due attention to issues of equity and social justice in our society,
given our nation’s long history of racism and white supremacy. By allowing SMC English
students and faculty to engage critically with their education, we are able to reflect on what
we’ve learned and what still needs to be changed in our curriculum to lift up the voices and
experiences of Black, Indigenous, and people of colour communities,” Guzman said.
The SMC English Department Colloquium Planning Committee is comprised of Guzman
and seven other English department students: Dominique Coleen Brown, Maya
Dromlewicz, Tyler Dunne, Mayson Lord, Sara Mameesh, Annaliese Martinez, and Kelsey
Slater. Mentored by English department professors, Dr. Kathryn Koo, Dr. Lisa Manter, and
Dr. Sunayani Bhattacharya, the group has been working for months to develop an event
that would positively reflect the pledges made by the department to strive for diversity and
inclusivity in their curriculum.
“I would like the SMC community to understand that this colloquium is centered around
giving a voice to BIPOC communities in literature. Our goal is to reimagine the narratives
constructed by the literary canon, and to continually develop anti-racist pedagogies in the
English Major,” Guzman said.
Guzman and her fellow committee members hope that this colloquium will honor BIPOC
and create a place for dialogue amongst students and staff to talk about issues that affect
BIPOC communities. They also wish for this colloquium to serve as a source of inspiration
for other departments on campus that want to directly address racial equality but do not
know how.
“Undoubtedly, the SMC administration can better highlight the experiences and stories of
BIPOC by offering more courses that emphasize the importance of diverse literature. Not
only this, but actively evaluating the courses already offered at SMC and molding them to
better reflect the experiences of BIPOC is a must. Alongside this, taking the initiative to

intentionally hire tenure-track people of color faculty to teach these courses are a great
start to highlighting these experiences,” Guzman said.
The department hopes to address the progress made towards racial equality and the
change that still must be made through literature that they hope will connect and resonate
with the Saint Mary’s community. Above all, the committee desires for that students,
English majors or not, to challenge themselves to be supporters of racial justice
movements, and as allies within their communities.
“We have not only the ability, but also the duty to utilise what we learn during our time at
SMC to enact positive change in the wider community. We need to critically examine the
world we live in to fight against inequity and injustice, because this is the only way that
things will change,” Guzman said.
Editor’s Note:
To participate in this colloquium all work must be submitted by April 11th to Bianca Guzman at
beg4@stmarys-ca.edu with a short bio or through this Google Form
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSefRpJkaqQOhV_UyibEZSLdgAfU_mtB0gZb6_LKnLHU8
2wyQA/viewform?gxids=7628

Newsom’s Recall Efforts: What Will happen if Successful?
3/22/2021
Although the list of grievances contains Governor Newsom’s handling of the COVID-19 pandemic,
the majority consist of complaints of his policies that pre-date the pandemic, causing a mixture
of reasons people support his recall.
By Annika Henthorn
News Reporter
Although many believe the recall effort against Governor Newsom sprung from his
management of COVID-19, it truly began in February 2020. ABC has revealed that the
grievances held against Newsom include: "laws he endorsed favor foreign nationals, in our
country illegally, over that of our own citizens. People in this state suffer the highest taxes
in the nation, the highest homelessness rates, and the lowest quality of life as a result.”
In addition to these claims against Newsom, after the pandemic struck California, many
argued he did not do enough to prevent its spread. Others argued he was too slow to
reopen businesses despite California conquering the curve in spring 2020. His precautions
to stay at home and remain socially distanced backfired when he was caught at a large
gathering in an enclosed area in November 2020. This compilation of events urged many
Americans to sign a petition to recall Governor Newsom.
In order to do so, 12% of all California’s population would have to sign, or 1,495,709 people
by March 17. Additionally, these signatures would have to be validated. Typically, recall
efforts have 160 days to retrieve the necessary amount of signatures; however, due to the
pandemic, Newsom’s recall campaign was given an additional four months. The Los
Angeles Times has revealed that over 1.1 million signatures have been submitted, but only
668,000 were deemed valid. They have predicted that due to the extremely high validity
rate of signatures needed to qualify for the recall, signatures should reach 1.5 million by
March 17, thus beginning a new election later this year for another Governor.
If the recall is successful, the election should take place between August and December,
according to The Los Angeles Times. Voters should be expected to answer two questions.

One, should Newsom be recalled, and who is his replacement? It has also been said by The
Los Angeles Times that Newsom’s approval rate has dropped 18 points in four months,
resulting in only a 46% approval rating.
Former Mayor of San Diego, John Cox, who lost in 2018 to Newsom, has said if the recall is
successful, he would run for Governor. However, Newsom, if recalled, is prohibited from
running to replace himself, so the Democratic party will have to find a replacement
candidate to run.

OPINION
TWO STUDENTS DEBATE: SHOULD THE DEATH PENALTY
BE ABOLISHED AS A PUNISHMENT?
3/22/2021

Opinion Columnists Katelyn McCarthy and Emmanuel Simon debate whether or
not capital punishment should remain a form of justice. McCarthy argues in
opposition of the death penalty, Simon argues in support.
Pro: The Place for Mercy, An Argument in Opposition to the Death
Penalty
Although some crimes could warrant a sentencing of death, capital punishment is
not the best decision to achieve lasting and humane justice.
By Katelyn McCarthy
Opinion Columnist
The death penalty, when applied to duly-convicted criminals guilty of heinous
crimes, is perfectly just. It is not a “wrong” decision. But that does not mean
that it is the best one.
While not an intrinsic evil, the death penalty no longer serves a pragmatic
purpose. In present-day America, criminals can be housed and the public
kept safe at the same time. According to the U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics,
in 2013 there were 10.5 escapes from prison for every 10,000 prisoners.
That’s a rate of .105%. Applied to the entirety of the prison population in
America, that’s about .24% (and almost none, if not none, will be prisoners
who are on death row). 1.93% of those who have been sentenced to death
since 1973, on the other hand, have been innocent (Voice of America News).
A person brought to court, then, is more likely to be wrongly sentenced to
death than is a prisoner to escape from jail.

The death penalty, moreover, does not seem to be a deterrent to crime. Of
the 18 states (including Washington D.C.) with the highest murder rates (of
6.2 or more deaths per 100,000 people), four have abolished the death
penalty, while 14 retain it. Of the 11 states with the lowest murder rates (of
3.1 or fewer deaths per 100,000 people), 8 have abolished the death penalty,
one has a moratorium on the practice, and 2 retain it. The homicide rates in
most states, regardless of their stances on the death penalty, are, however,
relatively even across the board, suggesting that there are other factors than
the existence or lack thereof of the death penalty that impact them.
Some argue that, because the state has the right to administer justice, the
penalty of death is one that can be decided for certain crimes. This argument
presupposes the existence of an infallible justice system. According to a
recent study, “[O]f every death sentence handed down since 1973 – more
than 9,600 in all...185 death row inmates had been exonerated after being
wrongfully convicted, 11 more than previously known.” (Voice of America
News). In a time and place in which an innocent person can be spared while
a guilty one can be securely locked in prison, due concern for the dignity of
human life might suggest that the death penalty be discarded for a more
prudent option.
Others argue that the taxpaying public ought not to have to provide for the
sustenance of a criminal and that, should his crime fit the bill, he should be
executed so as to relieve them from their expenditure. One can never justify
the taking of a human life, even if one lived monstrously, on monetary
grounds. The life of even the lowest criminal could not be given up for the
sake of all of the money in the world. No person is a means to an end, no
matter if that end be fiscal gain. Similarly, one can never execute a criminal
out of vengeance. Doing so makes the executing party little better than the
convict.

There are crimes, however, for which death is a fair punishment. There is a
proper place for justice. But does that mean that there is no place for mercy?
The judicial decision as to what sentence to hand down to an outlaw should
not be seen as one between the two options of death and serving time.
Rather, it is a decision between justice and mercy. That is not to say that
criminals should get off scot-free, but that the harshest punishment they
receive should not be execution. It is entirely true that a genocidal maniac
deserves to die. But can we not take a higher course of action than giving to
him what he deserves, especially seeing as the prison system of today is
effective? Life imprisonment without the possibility of parole in a system that
can dole out such a sentence securely seems a just punishment.
It would be ludicrous for an opponent of the death penalty to argue that the
justice system ought to try to turn criminals into teddy bears. Perhaps—and
hopefully—this will be true in some cases. But, as the public is no longer at
the risk of danger from prisoners, whenever possible, those convicts who
might otherwise be executed should be seen as souls to be saved rather
than as outlaws to be disposed of.
After having built up a system that can house convicts effectively, perhaps we
ought to look into better methods of reforming those criminals who can be
reformed and withhold execution from those who otherwise would receive it,
not because they deserve to have their life spared but precisely because they
don’t. Our infrastructure has made the protection of the common good and
mercy for the wrongdoer simultaneously achievable. A humane society
should jump at the opportunity.

Author’s Note:
For more information regarding the research of this article please visit the links
below.
https://www.cnbc.com/2015/06/12/the-murky-math-of-counting-prisonescapes.html

https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2020/01/16/percent-incarcerated/
https://www.voanews.com/usa/more-innocent-people-previously-known-cameclose-being-executed-us-study-finds
https://deathpenaltyinfo.org/state-and-federal-info/state-by-state
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/pressroom/sosmap/homicide_mortality/homicide.htm

Con: The Appropriate Justice for the Most Violent Crimes, A Defense of
Capital Punishment
For the most violent and horrific crimes committed the death penalty is the only
form of justifiable punishment in order to achieve justice for the victim and protect
society from the perpetrator.
By Emmanuel Simon
Opinion Columnist
On the evening of November 21, 1996, a man named William Mitchell
abducted a 38 year-old woman from a parking lot after being released from
prison for stabbing a woman to death. Mitchell drove the woman under a
bridge, where he beat her with blows to the head, strangled her, and even
sexually assaulted her vaginally and anally, causing severe damage to her
vagina and anus. With the woman still alive, Mitchell ran over the woman
several times with his car, crushing her skull, finally murdering her. In March
22, 2012, the State of Mississippi executed Mitchell a little over 13 years after
his sentencing. Did Mitchell deserve the death penalty?
It is my position that the civil authority may lawfully exercise capital
punishment on malefactors where this is truly necessary to preserve the
existence of just order in societies, and thus the death penalty ought not be
abolished. Preserving the just order within society can be done by means of
punishment.

There are at least three aims or purposes of punishment. The first is
retribution, where, for example, the state inflicts on an offender harm
proportionate to his or her offense. Another purpose of punishment is
correction, where the offender may be rehabilitated. Finally another purpose
of punishment is deterrence, so that either the criminal and/or other people
may not commit the same crime.
It can be said without controversy that punishments ought to be
proportionate to the crime. For example, a rapist and murderer like Mitchell
ought not to merely pay 10 dollars in order to pay necessary dues for his
crime. Given this to be the case, it follows that some crimes are more grave
than others, and therefore greater punishments ought to be administered to
greater crimes, and lesser punishments to lesser crimes. But here, we must
ask a question. Are there crimes that are so grave that only punishment
through death is befitting?
Let us first examine the facts. There are crimes that are as grave as death, or
even graver. In the case of Mitchell, not only did he abduct the 38 year-old
woman after getting released from jail for stabbing a woman to death, but he
also beat her, raped her, and finally, smashed her head over with a car until
she died. What punishment is proportionate to such a crime? A year in jail?
Five years? Ten? Maybe a lifetime? Well, if we are to take seriously one of the
purposes of punishment, retribution, the answer is none of the above. In this
particular case, the proportional punishment of the crime is death, and any
other punishment fails to take seriously the principle of proportionality,
making it merely arbitrary. Furthermore, such punishment may also be an
occasion for deterrence, so that criminals who love their life more than crime
know that they have been warned. Examining all this, we find that Mitchell’s
case has nothing to do with how strong the American infrastructure of jails
and prisons are, and everything to do with preserving the common good of a
society. Abolishing the death penalty is therefore an attack on the common
good.

Yet still there are those who want to abolish the death penalty. Let us look at
some of the opposing arguments to see what they have to offer.
Some argue that because the state is not infallible in its judgments, it follows
that the death penalty ought not to be administered, since innocent people
can be wrongfully executed. Putting aside the ironic truth that those who
propose this argument are also not infallible, and can therefore be mistaken
in their judgment about the death penalty, such an argument merely calls for
a prudential state, and not a call to abolish the death penalty itself. Thus,
even if proponents of the death penalty concede to this argument, it does
not follow that one ought to abolish the death penalty. Furthermore, if
objectors to the death penalty wish to be consistent, then they must also
apply this particular view of theirs to other forms of punishment, such as
incarceration. For example, since the state is not infallible in its judgments,
should we keep criminals in jail for a long time if they could be innocent? A
society which accepts this way of reasoning quickly finds its way to insanity.
Other objectors might hold that because our prison system is so secure,
there's no need to administer the death penalty, since a criminal can spend
life in prison. Thus, the death penalty should be abolished. But these same
objectors who wish to abolish the death penalty cannot, as already shown,
take seriously one of the many ends of punishment, retribution. Thus, the
principle of proportionality can only be arbitrary for these people, which,
taken to its logical conclusion, leads to absurdities. For in this view there is no
way to measure the grave matter of any crime. Furthermore and with great
irony, Pope Francis himself writes in his Encyclical Fratelli Tutti, “I would link
this to life imprisonment… A life sentence is a secret death penalty.” For the
Holy Father, keeping a criminal in prison for life is practically the same as
administering the death penalty. Such a view puts many advocates who wish
to abolish the death penalty in an awkward position, since they would be
substituting the death penalty for the death penalty.

Again, some argue to abolish the death penalty by arguing that it fails to
permit rehabilitation or deterrence. Though this is not always true, especially
in regards to deterrence, let us assume for a moment that the opposing view
is right. So what? Because there are at least three ends to punishment,
retribution being the most prominent for this debate, it does not necessarily
matter whether punishment through the death penalty permits
rehabilitation or deterrence, as long as at least one end of punishment is
fulfilled. A magistrate who exercises the death penalty justly most certainly
fulfills at least one of the ends of punishment, retribution. Thus, objectors
who wish to abolish the death penalty must show that capital punishment
does not fulfill any of the proposed ends of punishment.
Finally, there are some well-meaning Catholics who call for the abolition of
Capital Punishment on the grounds that it is up to God, the most just judge,
to keep a man alive or to take his life away. The state therefore should not
judge whether a criminal ought to live or not. Thus, so the argument goes,
the death penalty ought to be abolished. Yet these same people who make
this argument fear to take it to its logical conclusion. If it is ultimately God’s
decision as to whether a man ought to live, and neither man nor the state
ought to interfere, why not do away with doctors and medical care? For all
we know, doctors, according to the logical conclusion of this pro-abolition
argument, are hindering God’s will, keeping a man alive when God potentially
wants the man dead! But surely, Catholics with even an ounce of reason
know that God does not work in this way. In most cases, God works through
his people, and thus we have doctors who care for the life of the patient.
Similarly, God can work through the state, and for this reason, St. Paul,
inspired by the Holy Spirit, notes that the magistrate is the minister or
deacon (διάκονός) of God, not bearing the sword in vain, thereby refuting
those who wish to abolish the death penalty. Thus, just as a good doctor
brings about health to the body through medicine, so too may a just
magistrate bring about health to the body politic through punishment. It is

for this reason that the Author of Life writes, “Whoever sheds the blood of
man, by man shall his blood be shed, for man is made in the image and
likeness of God.”
Though I currently take the negative position on abolishing the death
penalty, I too wish that one day, we no longer need to use the death penalty.
Indeed, I can only hope for a time where there is no longer injustice, where
love of God and neighbor reign in the hearts of men. Yet that is not the world
we live in today, and until we do, the death penalty remains as an admissible
form of punishment.

Author’s Note:
For more details of Mitchell’s history, murder, trial, and prosecution, see
http://www.clarkprosecutor.org/html/death/US/mitchell1288.htm

IS PIERS MORGAN CANCELED YET?
3/22/2021

Morgan, a “Journalist” leaves “Good Morning Britain” after attacking Meghan
Markle on-air. Morgan’s outburst displays his unprofessionalism and lack of
empathy to Markle, and other victims of mental health. Morgan was not
“canceled” but instead his removal is justifiable.
By Riley Mulcahy
Opinion Columnist
In his latest round of insensitive comments, British commentator Piers
Morgan delivered a scathing review of Prince Harry and Meghan Markle’s
recent Oprah Winfrey. In the interview, Markle laid out accusations of racism
and harassment against “The Firm” and the Royal Family members. Morgan,
known for his stints as an editor and writer at various British tabloids and his
CNN show “Piers Morgan Tonight,” is known for stirring up controversial
opinions for ratings. While at his position at The Daily Mail, it has now been
alleged that Morgan participated in and encouraged the illegal tactic of
phone hacking to get dirt on celebrities. Morgan also was a judge on the
Simon Cowell-produced “America’s Got Talent”.
Markle and Morgan were once friends; however, just like his show on CNN,
Morgan’s friendship with Markle evaporated quickly. Morgan feels slighted
by Markle and has called her a “social climber” who ghosted her friends.
Regardless of his personal feelings, Morgan is supposed to be a journalist
who should separate his own personal feelings of a celebrity at that
particular moment. Obviously, Morgan has not read the handbook on
journalism because, after being questioned about his comments on-air, he
walked off set and out of his job at “Good Morning Britain.” Since he has

continuously been placing himself as the victim, claiming to be an advocate
for “free speech.”
In her interview with Oprah Winfrey Markle accused the Royal Family of
having concerns about the color of the skin of her and Prince Harry’s son
Archie when she was pregnant. Markle is biracial, and the “concern” of skin
color allegedly made by a member of the British Royal Family is extremely
bigotted, and racist. By speaking out Markle has been put at a disadvantage,
forced to face the repeated criticisms of institutionalists who will defend one
of the most powerful families in the world and a corrupt system.
The allegations made by Markle and Prince Harry are severe, and for Morgan
to negate them based on a personal difference is ridiculous. Should there be
an independent investigation of Markle’s claims and chance for the truth to
come out? Absolutely. However, for Morgan to verbally attack Markle for
sharing her experience as a Black woman, unless proven false, looks bad
only on Morgan and the British press. Morgan’s support of the British royals
is only based on attacking Markle for telling her truth, invalidating her
experiences as a Black woman. He does not even acknowledge that there
could be anything wrong with the royals’ behavior.
Although his comments did not go over well in most social circles, Morgan
has an ardent defender: Sharon Osbourne. Osbourne, a talk show host, and
manager to her husband Ozzy Osbourne, used her platform on the CBS
daytime show “The Talk” to defend her longtime friend on air. Osbourne
pointed to Morgan’s dislike of Markle and remarked that she “did not know
what he has said that is racist.” In an odd moment, Osbourne then said she
felt like “I am going to be put in the electric chair” for her defense of Morgan.
Osbourne then accused the talk show of setting her up by asking her
questions that she was not prepared for, and mischaracterizing her other
cohost’s reaction to Morgan’s outburst. The problem with Osbourne’s
argument is that the vile things Morgan has uttered over the years have been

well documented over the years, showing a pattern of Morgan’s behavior.
Also, defending someone who openly degrades a Black woman is defending
bigotry. Osbourne’s show is on indefinite hiatus due to the controversy.
Britain is going through what America has for the last several years, a
reckoning of understanding that society has routinely degraded people of
color throughout history. Morgan deserved to lose his job, and no, this is not
“cancel culture” coming after a celebrity. When a person is vulnerable and
sharing their story on national television, the first thought should not be,
“this person is a complete liar.” No one will truly know what went on with
Markle and the Royal Family, however, when reporting on the news, a
journalist should stick to what is being reported, not bash the victim and
then try to play the victim themselves. It does not work that way.

PORTLAND RIOTS CONTINUE REGARDLESS OF POTUS
3/22/2021

Although President Biden’s election should have appeased those protesting in
Portland his election has shown that regardless of the political identities of the
administration, Portland rioters will continue to destroy their city.
By Lenin O’Mahony
Opinion Columnist
In recent weeks, riots in the city of Portland Oregon have persisted. Windows
are broken, fires are started, and the rioters continue to march and burn
flags, even the Biden campaign flag. So, what is going on? You see, the
people of Portland during the Trump administration rioted and marched
regularly. They sought to encourage the removal of President Trump, who
they despised. They wanted the destruction of ICE, and protested on behalf
of the BLM movement, among other things. However, throughout the many
protests that turned into riots, there have been firebombs used, commercial
grade fireworks, and more. Rioters have not been shy in how they have used
tools to fight police, and many officers have been hospitalized. Portland,
unlike other cities in America, was trademarked as a center of both protest,
and riots. Of activism, and violence.
Many expected this to calm down since the election of President Biden, but
they were sadly mistaken. Riots returned to Portland even right after the
inauguration of Biden. Now, violence was directed at Democrats, and hate
for the federal government continued. As I mentioned, they burned the
Biden campaign flag, they had signs stating that they were “ungovernable.”
These individuals desired to perpetuate violence against the government,

against the institution best able to start creating the institutional change
these people said they wanted. But it seems instead of institutional change,
they only want to destroy the institution of America. Our entire political
landscape flipped with the election of President Biden. Republicans were on
the defensive, Democrats were gaining traction across the country, the
executive branch was Democratic! This was a huge change, and executive
orders to undo many Trump-era policies were flying out of the White House.
Yet, Portland continued to burn.
I recognize that I cannot say that all the people who rioted against the Biden
administration in Portland were the same who stood on those streets to
protest Trump. I cannot claim that all those peaceful protests were
orchestrated by the same who threw fire bombs at federal buildings. But I
can say that those who continue to riot, and those who attack the same
buildings and institutions as were under threat with Trump as president,
have shown that they do not care about America, or Americans. They desire
only violence and destruction. They refuse to consider that there is a path to
change through peace and cooperation, and that is because the change they
wish to see is in this country as a whole. They do not wish to improve our
country, they wish to tear it down, Republican or Democrat, Green Party,
Libertarian or Independent, they do not care. They do not respect our
Democracy, or our nation.
If you want to protest against the wrongdoings of the American government
or Americans, that is fine. That should in fact be strongly encouraged. But it
seems as if you can no longer do it peacefully in Portland. Portland is now
considered to be a collection of violent anti-American rioters, who will
continue to riot until God knows when. If you choose to protest in a city
plagued by such rioters, you risk your association with them. Portland is the
definition of the far left, the unsafe and violent far left. Are they the majority?
No. Are they a legitimate threat to our country? No. But extremism exists on

all sides of the political spectrum, and if the storming of the capital on
January 6 was the far right, then the continued violence in Portland is the far
left. We should encourage and desire neither. The Democrats need to
separate themselves from the destruction in Portland the same as the
Republicans should distance themselves from the January 6th violence.

CULTURE
2021 GRAMMYS MAKES HISTORY WITH HISTORIC WINS
3/22/2021

Beyonce, Taylor Swift, Harry Styles, Billie Eilish, and H.E.R win big at this year’s
music awards.
By Isabelle Delostrinos
Culture Columnist
The 63rd Grammy award show took place on Sunday March 14 in the heart
of Los Angeles. In an effort to bring some normalcy to the world, after what
seem to be years of Zoom events and canceled shows, producers allowed an
in person event for the annual show. An outdoor stage was set under a large
tent in Downtown LA, where the view of the Staples Center acted as the
backdrop to the evening. Host Trevor Noah, most known for his show The
Daily Show, began the night with a short tour of the space. Artists were
seated with one other guest of their choice, at socially distant tables.
Everyone wore a mask and were only able to remove it for acceptance
speeches. Noah even threw a cheesy joke in the mix, stating “This is going to
be the rare award show where the white stuff going up people’s noses is
cotton swabs” (Pitchfork. 2021).
Once concerns about COVID related issues were addressed, the night finally
began with an opening performance by Harry Styles singing Watermelon
Sugar, quickly followed by Billie Eilish and her song Everything I Wanted.
Because of the small event space and limitations from COVID, these first
performances were quite intimate. Styles and Eilish were limited to bringing
on just their band when performing their nominated songs. The larger
production performances were saved for artists who went on later in the
night like Dua Lipa, who performed her hit songs Levitating with DaBaby and

Don’t Start Now. She later received the Grammy for Best Pop Vocal Album of
the Year, which featured these two songs.
New features were added to compensate for the smaller show and less
extravagant acts. Producers created a short trailer of artists as a preview to
their performances. For instance, Post Malone talked about his childhood
and how music played a huge role in his life. He mentioned his parent’s
appreciation for music and how he ended up being the only member in his
family to carry a tune. These confessional style clips before performances
was something not traditionally done at the Grammys.
In light of the impacts COVID had on small businesses, the Grammys showed
their appreciation for historical concert venues across the country. It has
been a challenging year for the entertainment industry as theatres and indie
locations have had to close their doors for over a year. But the Grammys
hopes to keep these names alive by allowing the owners of places such as
The Troubadour, Apollo Theater and the Station Inn, to reflect on the history
they each hold. Along with the short tributes to these places, the owners of
these venues were given the opportunity to present the awards for some of
the special categories.
In the end, the Grammys were still able to put on a successful show with true
in person performances and celebrity appearances. If you missed the show,
here’s a recap on some of the artists who emerged victorious this year.
● Album of the Year went to Taylor Swift’s Folklore
● Song of the Year went to the Bay Area’s very own, H.E.R. for I Can’t
Breathe
● Megan Thee Stallion took home three shiny new Grammys for Best
New Artist, Best Rap Performance and Best Rap Song for Savage
featuring Beyonce.

● Billie Eilish regrettably snagged the Record of the Year category with
Everything I Wanted. She spent a portion of her speech praising Megan
Thee Stallion, as she felt her work was more deserving of the Grammy
And lastly, two historical moments were made from Beyonce and her
daughter Blue Ivy. Beyonce became the most-winning singer, male or female,
in all 63 years of the Grammys. She now holds 28 trophies, with one being
shared with her daughter. Blue Ivy earned Best Music Video for Brown Skin
Girl along with her mother, and becomes the youngest person to have taken
home a Grammy.

TWO FEMALE GENERALS NOMINATED FOR FOUR-STAR
PROMOTIONS
3/22/2021

President Biden has nominated two female generals for the promotion to the
rank of Four-star General. These nominations, if confirmed, would add these
women to the list of only six other women to achieve this rank continuing the
push for equality in the military.
By Benjamin Noel
Culture Columnist
This month President Biden has nominated two female generals for
promotion to Four-star Generals. If confirmed by the Senate, they will join
the other four star female general currently commissioned in the entire US
military, and will join the ranks of only 6 women in history to achieve this
position. Air Force Gen. Jacqueline Van Ovost and Army Lt. Gen. Laura
Richardson have had this promotion on their horizon, but due to political
reasons, their promotions had not been brought up to the then-President
Trump for consideration. According to The Hill, DoD officials, including the
Secretary of Defence Mark Esper hesitated bringing their names up for
nomination during the Trump administration, to protect their careers, for
fears of the President not looking kindly on women in such high ranking
positions in the military. These two generals were highly qualified for their
promotions, and their merits were overlooked due to the perceived bad
optics of having more women in high ranking military positions.
The history of female Four-star Generals is rather new, with the first one
being pinned in 2008. This brings to mind the Obama era push for more
roles to be open for women in the military, especially combat roles. This was
a rather recent push, and fell in line with the gradual acceptance of women in

the armed forces. While women were only allowed in the military after the
Second World War, into the military service academies in the 70s, and could
only work on Navy combat ships starting in the 90s, the history of women in
the American military much precedes that (Brookings). As early as the Civil
War, women served as nurses, spies and even disguised themselves as men
to fight as soldiers. And in both the World Wars, women served again as
nurses, spies and even intelligence officers in the second.
The debate of women in combat roles is an entirely different subject, and
extremely nuanced, but the core argument of the detractors explains why
the military is as it is now, in regards to the gender disparity. One aspect of
militaries over time is their inherent “macho” factor which is a result of the
fact of entirely male fighting forces since the dawn of conflict. Men were, and
are, seen as having the ability to be doers of violence, while the women held
the role of a nurturer and caretaker. Any female warrior of old is an
exception that proves the rule. This globally held gender norm might be what
is killing women’s interest in joining a fighting force, even in auxiliary roles. As
Churchill wrote to his secretary of war, “I fear there is a complex against
women being connected with lethal work. We must get rid of this.” The fact
that fighting and violence is a role relegated for men continues to permeate
even our modern, progressive militaries. While minorities make up nearly
half of the military despite being 30% of the population, women still only
comprise 17% of our armed forces.
While there are different entry level requirements for male and female
recruits in boot camp, there is no special treatment afforded to women at
advanced schools, such as SFAS, Ranger School, etc. as grading and success
is based on proven merit. This enables women to try out for roles
traditionally held by men, without compromising the strength of the force. A
notable example is a woman becoming an Army Special Forces operator a
few years ago, who underwent equal treatment to her peers, proving ticking
off diversity boxes is of the least concern in a role where lives are on the line.

This proven merit is what has brought Air Force Gen. Jacqueline Van Ovost
and Army Lt. Gen. Laura Richardson into the spotlight this month, while
traditionally held norms prevented them from being assessed on their
character and merit.

ALLEN V FARROW TELEVISION MINISERIES REVIEW
3/22/2021

Dylan Farrow bravely tells her story of sexual abuse at the hands of her father
Woody Allen when she was seven years old. This series is a must watch for anyone
who wants to know about the experiences of survivors, displaying how strong they
are and how they must be believed.
By Maia Pagán
Culture Columnist
Allen V Farrow is a four-episode miniseries on HBO chronicling Mia Farrow
and Woody Allen's relationship and life with her 12 children. The show
centers around Farrow’s daughter Dylan’s accusations of molestation at the
hands of Allen when she was seven years old. This series reviews the
constant injustice women face when reporting sexual assaults and the lack of
belief and support, especially when the person who committed the crime is
famous, has lots of money and is a white man. Add the recognition as a
prominent and renowned director in New York, and justice is severely
hindered.
At the beginning of their relationship, Farrow shares how Allen had zero
interest in her children, and he just wanted to be with her. She followed
along, thinking the separation would give her adult time with her boyfriend
and kept their homes separate, at least for a while. As the relationship grew,
so did Farrow's family, and she planned to adopt another child. Allen asked if
this time she could not adopt from another country; instead, he would like a
beautiful blonde hair blue-eyed little girl. Dylan Farrow was adopted, and
Woody's obsession with her took on an unhealthy, obsessive, and often
inappropriate relationship. Dylan thought all daddies were like him until she
met her friends' fathers, and she tried to create more space between them.

He hovered over Dylan, and friends and family started to warn Farrow that
this behavior was disturbing.
While this is all going on, Allen began having a secret affair with one of
Farrow's children, Soon Yi Priven who was then 17 and in high school. She
was underage, and Allen was a father figure to her. The affair was found out
by Farrow when she found naked photos of Soon Yi at Woody Allen's
apartment. Unfortunately, the story only becomes worse. Allen hired a team
of private investigators to follow Farrow and began taping their
conversations. Farrow became aware of his tapings and decides to tape her
conversations with him. After Dylan was interviewed nine times by the New
Haven Hospital team, the notes were destroyed against all protocols. The
smear campaign started against Farrow, saying that she was an abusive
mother, and Allen tried to take custody of the three children. Allen's legal
team uses "parental alienation," a process through which a child becomes
estranged from a parent due to the psychological manipulation of another
parent. However, the parental alienation system has no scientific evidence
still used in court today.
The miniseries documentary is from award-winning investigative filmmakers
Kirby Dick, Amy Ziering, and Amy Herdy. Dylan believes that she was able to
find her voice in the #Metoo movement. She felt the pain and humiliation
suffered by so many women by men like Harvey Weinstein. With Weinstein's
arrest, she courageously spoke out to the societal failures of America's rape
culture. She wrote an open letter with the support of her brother and
mother. She shared her story and the parallels to Harvey Weinstein and
other sexual predators in Hollywood. She questioned the Tribute to Woody
Allen on television; she wrote that Hollywood figures have turned a "blind
eye" to the accusations and specifically asked Alec Baldwin, Cate Blanchett,
and Louis C.K. -- who appear in Blue Jasmine -- "What if it had been your
child"?

Allen still denies to this day the accusations from Dylan about her
molestation. Jeffrey Epstein's best friend Allen has never been formally
charged. Watch the HBO series to find out why and so much more. I will
never watch a Woody Allen film again. I hear you, Dylan Farrow, and I believe
you and thank you for speaking up for millions of women whose voices have
been silenced.

TO ALL THE BOYS: ALWAYS AND FOREVER GIVES A
‘FOREVER’ ENDING
3/22/2021

The final installment of the beloved trilogy To All The Boys: Always and Forever is
a beautiful ending to the newest major romantic comedy that gives viewers the
fairytale ending they all want.
By Remy Zerber
Culture Columnist
The movie To All The Boys: Always and Forever is the third and final installment
in the To All The Boys I’ve Loved Before series, based on the best-selling novels
by Jenny Han. This final film is a great ending to the trilogy. In the first movie,
To All The Boys I’ve Loved Before, Lara Jean Song Covey’s sister, Katherine
Covey, sends out her sister’s old love letters to her past crushes in an effort
to get Lara Jean to go out more and LJ (Lara Jean) has to deal with the
situation at school. One of the boys, Peter Kavinsky, convinces LJ to be in a
fake relationship with him in order to make his ex jealous. At the end of the
movie, LJ and Peter decide to be in a real relationship. The second movie, To
All The Boys I’ve Loved Before: PS I Still Love You is about a love triangle that
forms between LJ, Peter Kavinsky, and another boy, John Ambrose. The third
movie is about LJ and Peter Kavinsky trying to navigate their senior year while
being in a real relationship. The movie To All The Boys: Always and Forever is a
satisfying end to the trilogy because of the way they end the story, deal with
the characters and make it relatable.
The movie To All The Boys: Always and Forever has a really great full-circle
ending. The trilogy starts with a letter and ends with a letter. LJ introduces
the audience to her love letters at the beginning of the first movie and Peter

ends Always and Forever with a love letter to LJ. Another full-circle moment is
when the LJ and PK heart from the second movie appears in Lara Jean’s
dream of her future with Peter.
The casting and character development in the movie is great. The actors in
the movie are great, especially the actors who play Lara Jean (Lana Condor)
and Peter (Noah Centineo). Lana Condor looks so much like Lara Jean and
Noah Centineo looks a lot like Peter. Gen, Lara Jean’s former best friend and
school rival, has some great character development over the course of the
trilogy. She is mean to LJ in the first movie but by the third movie, she seems
to have matured and become friends with LJ again. Their heart-to-heart
moment in the second movie helps them through their issues. Kitty, Lara
Jean’s little sister, also has some great character development over the
course of the trilogy because she matures a lot. She is seen as a little kid at
the beginning of the trilogy but she becomes a teenager by the end of the
third movie because she meets a boy in Korea and develops a crush on him.
Even though Lara Jean and Peter’s relationship is unrealistic, the movie is still
relatable. Lara Jean is a very relatable character because she says she is
afraid to fall in love and be in a relationship. Many kids and teenagers have
this fear because they are afraid that they will get heartbroken. LJ also says
she is afraid of commitment, which is how many young people feel. LJ is also
a big introvert and homebody like many people.
The To All The Boys I’ve Loved Before trilogy and the To All The Boys: Always and
Forever movie are so good. The story completes a full cycle in many ways. It
uses iconic moments and images from the trilogy to make it come full circle
in the end. The casting director and the screenwriter did a good job with the
casting and character development. A final reason why people love this
movie and trilogy is that it is extremely relatable. To All The Boys: Always and
Forever is a very pleasing end to the trilogy.

SPORTS
PREMIER LEAGUE UPDATE NEAR END OF SEASON
3/22/2021

By Mark Molz
Sports Reporter
With less than ten games left in the Premier League Season it seems as
though nobody will catch Manchester City who are in top form at the
moment, but the race for top four and a coveted spot in next year’s
Champions League is still open.
Manchester City are the top team in the Prem and it looks as though they will
go on to win their third season title in the last four years. City is currently 14
points ahead of town rivals Manchester United who are in second, and it
would truly take a catastrophic ending to City’s season for them to lose their
substantial lead. On their way to the top this year City has also scored the
most goals this season with 64 and have the most clean sheets with 16.
Although City appears to be running away with this year's title, it will be a
tight race between Chelsea, West Ham United, Liverpool, Everton, and
Tottenham as they fight for fourth place on the table. Only a mere six points
separate Chelsea, who is fourth, and Tottenham, who is eighth, but with
Chelsea hitting their stride at the right time it might be hard for the teams
that are currently behind to catch up.
So, who will be in the top four at then end of the season? Let’s take a look at
the teams who have a chance.
Chelsea

Since former PSG manager Thomas Tuchel was appointed to Chelsea in
January after the sacking of Frank Lampard, The Blues have gone on to win
or draw their last ten games and have posted clean sheets in their last four.
Although they are currently only three points ahead of West Ham United
they appear to be in top form, and well on their way to finishing in the top
four.
It is hard not to see Chelsea taking one of the top four spots in this year’s
premier league season as Tuchel seems to be the perfect fit for this young
Chelsea squad. On top of their recent surge in the Premier League they
recently just moved past Atletico Madrid in the current Champions League
Season and are on their way to the quarterfinals.
West Ham United
West Ham has surprised most premier league fans this season by hanging
around in the top half of the table this late into the season. Finishing
sixteenth in the table last year, just a mere five points above the relegation
zone, they have made a substantial jump from previous years. Instead of
fighting to stay in England's top league, they are competing for a spot in one
of the most difficult competitions in the soccer world.
One of the Hammer’s most notable moments this year was the acquisition of
Jesse Lingard on loan from top tier squad Manchester United. Since joining
the Hammers Lingard has appeared in six games while finding the back of
the net four times. But, although the signing of Lingard has helped the
Hammers they have currently dropped points in two of their last three
games and moved out of the top four. While the Hammers still have a very
viable chance to make the top four and find themselves in the Champions
League, it is hard to see them out playing Chelsea who are currently three
points ahead.
Liverpool

While the defending champs are only five points back from a top four spot,
they have been struggling to stay afloat in this year's season. Dropping six
out of their last eight games, with one of those losses handed to them by
soon-to-be relegated Fulham, it does not seem as though The Reds will finish
this year in Champions League contention.
Through 29 games this season they only have 13 wins and have a total of
nine loses. Through the same amount of games in the season prior they
were well ahead of the rest of the league in points and had only accumulated
one loss and one draw. While Liverpool has struggled to match their form
from last season, it is important to point out that injuries have decimated
their backline, including one of the top defenders in the world in Virgil Van
Dijk.
And as the Premier League continues, it seems they will put most of their
energy in winning the current Champions League Season in which they
recently advanced to the quarterfinals.
Everton
Right in the thick of things with 46 points, Everton is making a push to make
their first Champions League since 2005. While they are doing their best to
make the top four they have recently dropped four out of their last seven
games including a 2-0 defeat to Fulham, who also beat Liverpool in their
recent struggle for success.
Dominic Calvert-Lewin currently is third in the league in goals scored with 14
and has the most on this Everton side. If Everton wants any chance at making
the Champions League next season, they are going to need Calvert-Lewin to
continue to perform at a top level in these final games.
Tottenham

Jose Mourhino’s Spurs are on the outside looking in as this season is coming
down to the end. Sitting eighth in the table with ten games left for the Spurs
squad, this is definitely not where they imagined themselves at the beginning
of the season. With players such as Gareth Bale, Dele Ali, Son Heung-min,
and Harry Kane, who has the second most goals scored in the Premier
League this season, many would have expected Tottenham to find
themselves in the top four for the most of the year. But, Mourhino has
appeared to have his struggles managing this squad as the season has
progressed.
While The Spurs still have a chance to make it into the top four, it doesn’t
appear they will have what it takes to get them there.
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